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RESEARCH MEMORANDUM

EXPERTMENTAL, STATIC AERODYNAMIC FORCES AND
MOMENTS AT LOW SPEED ON A CANARD MISSILE DURING SIMULATED
LAUNCHING FROM THE MIDSEMISPAN AND WING-TTP LOCATIONS OF

A 450 SWEPTBACK WING-FUSELAGE COMBINATION

By Williem J. Alford, Jr.
SUMMARY

An investigation was made at low speed to determine the static aero-
dynamic forces and moments on & canard missile model during simulated
launching from the midsemispan and wing-tip locations of a wing-fuselage
combination having a 45° sweptback wing. The results indicated that,
when the missile was mounted under the wing at the midsemispan location,
changes in chordwlse position generally produced large changes in missile
forces and moments, with these changes becoming larger as the angle of
attack was increased. TFree-air conditions were approached when the mis-
sile was moved forward to a location about 1.0 to 1.5 wing-chords dis-
tance, ahead of the leading edge of the wing-fuselage combination. The
influence of the wing fuselage was reduced as the missile was moved
downward, and the degree of reduction depended on the longitudinal loca-
tion of the missile. The effects of three degrees of incidence of side-
slip on the static aerodynsemic forces and moments of the missile relative
to the wing-fuselage combination generally were small in comparison with
the effects of either longitudinal displacement of the missile or angle
of attack of the wing-fuselage combination. When the misslile was mounted
at the wing tip, the changes in migsile forces and moments with changes
in chordwise position were generally smelier than the changes noted with
the missile mounted under the wing. However, because of the presence of ~
the wing-tip vortex, the missile rolling moments were considerably larger
for the tip location.

INTRODUCTION

The National Advisory Committee for Aeronsutics is conducting inves-
tigations to determine the nature and origin of the mutual interference
effects experienced by various wing-fuselage models and various types of
external stores. Previous investigations (refs. 1 to 3) have shown the
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existence of these generally objectionable interference effects, and

reference It has shown that, at low speeds, they are primarily due to the
nonuniform flow field generated in the vicinity of the model. The sever- .
ity of these induced effects on the force and moment characteristics of

a conventional missile

model (with the tail located aft of the wing) has

been reported in reference 5.

This paper presents the low-speed static gaerodynamic forces and
moments on & canard missile model during simulated launch from the mid-
semigpan and wing-tip locations of a wing-fuselage combinstion having a
450 sweptback wing. The effects of changes in missile incidence and
sideslip angle relative to the wing-fuselage combination are also shown.
In order to expedite publication of these data only a brief analysis is

presented.

N missile
m missile
A missile
Y migsile
n missile
1 missile
CN missile
Cm missile
CA missile
CY missile
Cn migsile
Cl missile

SYMBOLS

normal force, 1b \
pitching moment, ft-1b

axial force, 1b

slde force, 1b

yawing moment, ft-1b

rolling moment, ft-1b

normal -force coefficient, N/qs(m)

pitching-moment coefficient, _§_—Qéf——
9 () (m)

axial-force coefficient,

4 (m)

side-force coefficlent,

95 (m)

yawing-moment coefficient, ____Qa___
B ) @)

rolling-moment coefficient, S T

B () (m)
2o \SORPTEIREAL
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L

%(m)

L (m)
B (m)

Subscripts:
(m)
(w)

1lift coefficient of wing~fuselage combination, Ligt
ot

free~stream dynemic pressure, lb/sq ft

free-stream velocity, ft/sec
missile body maximum cross-sectional area, 0.0131 sq ft
exposed area of two missile wing panels, 0.0357 sq ft

wing area of wing-fuselage combination, 6.25 sq Tt

span of missile wing, 0.384 ft

span of wing-fuselage combination, 5 £t

maximum dlameter of missile body, 1.55 in.

local wing chord of wing-fuselage combination, ft

chordwisge distance from leading edge of local wing chord
to missile center of gravity, positive aft (fig. 1), ft

gspanwise distance from fuselage center line to missile
center line (fig. 1), ft

vertical distance from wing-chord plane, positive up
(fig. 1), ft

fuselage length, T7.61 ft
angle of attack of wing-fuselage combinatlion, deg

angle of attack of missile center line (fig. 2), deg

angle of incidence between missile center line and
wing-chord line, deg

angle of sidesllp between missile center line and fuse-
lage center line, deg

migsile body

missile wings
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MODELS AND APPARATUS

The wing of the wing-fuselage combination used as the test vehicle
had a 450 sweptback quarter-chord line, an aspect ratio of 4.0, a taper
retio of 0.3, and employed NACA 65A006 airfoil sections parallel to the
free-stream direction. The fuselage consisted of an ogival nose section,
a c¢ylindrical center section, and a truncated tail cone. A two-view
drawing of the wing-fuselsge combination as part of the test setup is
shown in figure 1 and the fuselage ordinates are presented in table I.

The canard missile model used in this investigation employed a
cruciform arrangement of its wings and canard fins and is shown in fig-
ure 1 as part of the test setup. Details of the missile model are shown
in figure 3. Figure 4 is a photograph of the test setup with the missile
model instelled gt the midsemispan locatlion. The missile was internally
instrumented with a six-component strain-gasge balance and was supported
from the resr of the wing-fuselage combination by a sting that was adjust-
gble in the longitudinal, lateral, and vertical directions (fig. 1). The
missile center line was located at the one-half semispan station at sev-
‘eral vertical heights and at the 1.Ok-semispan station with its center
line in the plane of the wing chord and parallel to the wing-tip chord.

A series of chordwise positions was investigated for both spanwise loca-
tions. The effects of missile center-line incidence angle and sidesglip
angle on the static aerodynamic forces and moments were investigated with
the missile at the midsemisgpan location for several chordwise positions.

TESTS

The tests were made in the Langley 300 MPH 7- by 10-foot tunnel at
a velocity of 125 mph, which corresponds to & dynamic pressure of 40 pounds

per square foot and a Reynolds number of 1.1 X 106 per foot of a typical
dimension. Measurements were made of the static aerodynamic forces and
moments on the canard missile during simulated launchings from the mid-
semispan and wing-tip locations of a wing-fuselage combinstion having a
450 sweptback wing, The investigation included the effects of changes
in missile incidence and sideslip angle at the midsemispan location,

relative to the wing-fuselage combination. The angle-of-attack range
extended from -8° to 20°.

The missile was tested under the left wing and at the left wing tip
of the test vehicle, which was inverted so as to avoid support-strut

interference (fig. h) The directions of positive forces and moments are
as shown in figure 2.

L2
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CORRECTIONS AND ACCURACY

Blockage corrections were applied to the dynamic pressure by use of
the method of reference 6, and jet-boundary corrections calculated by the
method of reference 7 have been applied to the angle of attack. In addi-
tion, an angle-of-attack correction of 0.2° was applied to account for
the tunnel free-stream misallnement angle.

A study of the missile model strain-gage-balance calibrations and
the general repeatability of the test data indicated that the accuracy
levels of the various force and moment coefficients are approximately as
follows:

Component Accuracy
.|.
CN e s e s e 8 s s 8 o s s 8 e s e e s s e s e a o e e s e s £0.25
Cm.l..QI..‘.0...‘...‘0..0'....‘- t0025
I T R I IR t0.05
GY...IO..O.-Q........‘..C.QCI'.O -’:0'25
CnOIOOOOCCDC.-...Q..-“.......... -!-0-25

Cz - - - L L3 - L] . L Ll - - * - L3 - - . L] . - L3 L] L] - - L] L] . - i-oloo5

~

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The serodynamic characteristics of the isolated missile at low speed,
as determined from breaskdown tests in the free stream, are presented in
figure 5. The basic datae of the missile model when it is in the proximity
of the wing-fuselage combination are presented as a function of angle of
attack in figures 6 to 9, and are presented as a function of chordwise
position in figures 10 and 11. The 1ift characteristics of the isolated
wing-fuselage combination are presented for orientation in figure 12.

Figures 6 to 10 indicate that changes in chordwise position of the
missile at the midsemispan location produce large changes in the forces
and moments of the missile in both the longitudinal and lsteral planes.
As would be expected, the changes in the statlic aerodynamic farces and
moments of the missile induced by the wing-fuselage combination, diminish
as the missile is moved ahead of the wing. When the missile center of
gravity ceach2s a distance of 1.0 to 1.5 wing chords ahead of the leading
edge of the wing-fuselage combination, the missile forces and moments
approach those of the isolated missile (see figs. 5, 6, and 10).
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The effects of changes in the vertical position of the missile are
also shown in figures 6 and 10. As the missile is moved away from the
wing-chord plane, the changes induced by the presence of the wing-fuselage
combination are seen to be generally reduced, and the degree of reduction
is a function of the missile longitudinal location.

As the angle of attack. is increased, the induced effects also are
increased. This increase cart be explained (ref. 4) by the increase in
wing circulation strength which results in strengthened and expanded
downwash- and sidewash-angularity fields in conjunction with a nonuniform
dynamic-pressure field. ‘

The effects of increasing the missile incidence angle (fig. 7) or
the missile sldeslip angle (fig. 8) to 3°, relative to the wing-fuselage
combination, was small in comparison with the effects of changes in
either the longitudinsl displacement of the missile or the angle of attack
of the wing-fuselage combination.

When the canard missile 15 located ab the one-half semispan location,

the trends of the static aerodynemic forces and moments of the present
investigation agree qualitatively with the forces and moments of the con-
ventional missile (with the tail located behind the wing) reported in
reference 5.

When the missile model was mounted at the wing-tip location of the
wing-fuselage combination (figs. 9 and 11), changes in the missile forces
and moments were less severe than those of the missile at the midsemispan
location, with the exception ‘of the rolling moment which was greatly
increased due to the effect of the wing-tip vortex (figs. 6, 9, 10, and 11).
As the missile center of gravity was moved ahead of the wing leading edge,
the missile forces and moments generally diminished and approached the
isolated missile values between 1.0 and 1.5 wing chords ahead of the wing
ledading edge.

CONCLUSIONS

The results of an investigation at low speed of the static aerody-
namic forces and moments on a canard missile model during simulated
launching from the midsemispan and wing-tip locatlons of a wing-fuselage
combination having a 450 sweptback wing, indlcate the following
conclusions:

1. When the missile was mounted under the wing at the midsemispan
location, changes in chordwise position generally produced large changes
in missile forces and moments, and these changes became larger as the
angle of attack was increased. Free-alr conditions were gpproached when
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the missile was moved forward to a location about 1.0 to 1.5 wing-chord
distance ahead of the leading edge of the wing-fuselage combinagtion. The
influence of the wing fuselage was reduced as the missile was moved down-
ward, and the degree of reduction depended on the longitudinsal location
of the missile.

2. The effects of three degrees of incidence or sideslip on the
static aerodynamic forces and moments of the missile relative to the
wing-fuselage combinagtion generally were small in comparison with the
effects of either longitudinal displacement of the missile or angle of
attack of the wing-fuselage combination.

3. When the missile was mounted at the wing tip, the changes in
missile forces and moments with changes in chordwise position generally
were smaller than the changes noted with the missile mounted under the
wing. However, because of the presence of the wing-~tip vortex, the mis-~
slle rolling moments were considerably larger for the tip location.

Langley Aeronautical Laboratory,
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics,
Langley Field, Va., January 4, 1955.
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TABLE I.- FUSELAGE ORDINATES

e

QSRR EAT

— L = 91.268 in. -
753U ]

/ .

- ?w B

Ordinateg, percent length

Station

Radius

0
3.28
6.57
9,86
13.15
16.43
19.72
23.01
26.29
29.58
75.34
76.69
79.98
83.26
86.55
89.84
95.13
96.41
100.00
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Longrtudinal p/lane

N

Lateral plane

Figure 2.- Positive direction of forces and moments as measured on missile
" model.
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